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LETTER 

Frmn a MINISTER 

Of the 

Church of England, 

TO 

. Mr. PETER DOW LET, 

A DlfTentin^ Teacher of the Fr.esbpm*» 
or el(e Indtfendem Pafwtfm, 

YO U know that » Mlnifter of God's Word is 
frequently compired in the Hoi/ Scriptures to 
a Pafi$r or Shtfhird. And agreeable to this Com- 
pariibn, as it is the Care and Concern of every 
G99d Cwtwn Sb^ph&df not only to Feed his Flock, hue 
alfo to Se^ and Brifii ht^tk liich of his Sheep as happen to 
go afiray^ and withal to Keep •ff and Hinder any Bt^fi ^ 
Prey frcm Hurtitg and Devouring an^ of fcivs S^^^\ v^ 
in like manner it is tlieCi^t wviOmctxti^^eiwi^^?*' 
SpintuMl ShifhiTd, Act otv\v to 1P«* ^^^^^J*^ jrSS 



4 A Utter from a tSUinifter 

into titf way of Truths fuch among them ts are (b an- 
happy as to have Emd from ir,' and withal to Keep 9jf 
and Hinder tny Mfi Teacher fr om j ntudni or trnfliading 
any of his People, and thereby endamaging their Spi- 
ritual Welfare : on accomit of which Fatal Damage^ 
fuch falfe Teachers are (you. know) compared in 
Scripture to aq other than Grievous and tisvtnous ..- 
Wolves; AEts ao. 29. Mat. 7. 15. 

This being the Indifpenfable Duty of every Faithful 
Paftor and Minifter, *tis (by the Grace of God ) my 
fincere Defoe and eameft EndeaVour to difcharge this 
Duty to the utmofl: of my Power, in Reference to each 
of its three fcvcral branches above-mentioned. 

As to the Firft Branch, 'tis my Care and Endeavour 
(as by other means and at other times, fb more efpe« 
cially) in my Weekly Sermons to Inftroft my Congre* 
gation, after the moft Plain and Edifying manner, in 
All that is required of a Chriilian to Believe and 
Fra£bice ; and after the Example of St. Paul (ABts lo. 
ae.) to keep back toothing that may be Profitable unto them. 
To this End, it being (by jreaion of many Pernicious 
Errors fpread and ^tertained, and of many Sinful Di« 
vifions thereupon made in this Kingdom from its truly 
Apoftolical and.Eftabliihed Church) become highly 
Profitable to the People ofthit Kifigdom to he Duly infiruBed 
in fuch Points^ as tend to prejerve them from faSing int$ 
any fuch Pernicious Errors and Sinful Divifitns : I have 
therefore made it one Principal part of my Care, to Set 
forth and Explain to my Congregation the great and 
indirpenfable Obligation they lie under, to Keep Chfe t§ 
the Communion of the truly ApofioUeal X^burch by God^t 
Blefpng Eftablijhed among us ; and to Obferve aU its Rites 
and Ceremonies^ as being enjoyned by Kightful Autho- 
rity, and excellently Conducive to the Ends of Re- 
ligibn. And I cannot mention this without returning 
Rw Unfeigned Thanks to God, that he has been plealed 
or his Mercy to Blefs my Endeavours herein with fo 
Ooad Succeis, sls that my CongregiLUQn is already be* 
came in a very con/iderable meafuie RilipoHJl;! UTJjwmn* 
^^^r CO the Rules of our ChutcK. VAidtiw jwj ^ti- 



To a Diffenting Teacher. f 

Jeavours to difcharee the other two Braitches above- 
mentioned of my Paitoral Office may be attended with 
the like Good Succefs, tho* it is what I cannot be 
allared of aforehand, yet thus much I am certainly 
aflored of, that, let die Siiccefs prove what ic will, I 
am bound to difcharge royDuqr in each particular. 
And therefore. 

In Order to difcharge the Second Brancli above- 
mentioned of my Paftpral Office, I have lately drawn 
up a Letter to Such of my Parifli, as are To Unhapny 
as to be Seduced from the Communion of our Churcn; 
wherein I have endeavoured to convince them of the 
Gfisf Sin they lie under b)r fuch a Separation, and of 
the Weaknefs and Infufficiency of the Annments 
made ufe of to Juftify their =]^ra&ice. The Motives 
whereby I was induced to amy my (elf to^my Diflent- 
ing Parlfliioners by way ot Letter^ were chiefly the 
many and great Inconveniences, that u&aUy attend 
Oral Dijc9tt^es; and the fame Motives have likewife 
induced! me to follow the fame method in this Appli- 
cation of my felf now to you ; in'Reference to which 
I ihall only obferve here in general, that 

The Delign of this Prefent Letter is to Difcharge tho 
Laft Branch ^bove-mentioned of my Paftoral Office : to 
which End I beg leave to lay before You tome few 
Charafters or Marks of a Falfe Teacher or Miniver, 
namely, fuch as I judge moft Pertinent and Proper to 
Undeceive both You and your Followers, and thereby 
to draw You off from any longer mifguiding Others, 
and Others ( particularly mch as ^re of my Own Parifh^ 
and for whom therefore! have a more Immediate Con- 
cern) from being any longer mifguided by You, or 
any other Teacher of your Principles or Pcriwafion. 

Having thus Premifed what I thought fit (by way of 
Introduftion or Prefiice ) to acquaint you with, con- 
cerning the Weighty Occafion and Good Intention of 
this Lettier : I proceed new to that which is to be the 
Subject matter of ir, viz. thofe Charafters or MaxVa. 
of a Falfe Teacher or Minifier^ wKVcV fewatcic^'^^- 

tinent and Proper to Cohvuvce Xou ^lA ^^"^^^v 



A Letter fimn a iIMinifl 

i, both of your and their moft Unhsi 
.tion. 

Falfe Teacher then is to be diftir 

rn by the Falfenefs of bis DaSfrines, ai 

nej} if his Mtjpw. Eitlier of thefe S 

t to denominate Him, that is Faulty 1 

life Teacher. He that propagates Fa 

J)o£lrines» thereby Alone becomes a F 

ugh He may l>e Truly Sent to Teach 

,er hand, he that takes upon him to T 

other than a Falfe Mil&on, thereby Ale 

Ife Teacher, though what he Teaches 

rue and Orthodox. Wherefore He t 

kes upon him to Teach by a Falle Mii 

.^eaches Falfe DoQrines, becomes a FaU 

Double account, and fo^in a Higher dc 

her this Laft caie, though very fad and d 

lot yoxLX Own, I deflre >ou lerioufly to 

ucamine by the Following Particulars ; 

reduce under two General Heads, accon 

nelate to the two General Marks abo' 

ivhereby a Falft Teacher or Minifier is to br 

uid known. 

I. 
To begin then with what relates 
tieral CharaQer or Mark of a Fslfe Teack 
f Docirinf. That he that propagates c 
Principles or Doftrines, doesthereb 
leacher, is a Truth which parries aJ 
:Iearners of Evidence, ^$ runther to r 
my clearer proof. *Tis likewife v 
liy Falfe Prineifles or DtSrines are throi 
Letter to be underftood fuch, as an 
Is fet forth unto us in Holy Writ fc 
htitBtion. 

f^ibir xnone particularly deferves 
^'oa is, TAat a Man may htvoS 
PMgau Fjlfc Principles and Dc 
*''«• the^ Prafijfaiy and C 



vh^tfsever^ made ufc of by him to Intimate or ^nake 
Knoiffn to his Followers, that he /Approves of fuch their 
Principles and Pra&ices. And in this Latitude I am 
frequently to be underftood, where for Brevity's lake I 
cxprefly make ufe of only the Word iTtiacb.] 

Having thus cleare4 the wa^, I proceed to lay before 
you feveral Inftances of Falfe Principles and D^rines^ 
whereby the Falfe Teachers of thefe times feduce and 
mifguide the People of this Kingdom. Thus» 

r. We read Luke 12. ±1, that our Saviour being about 
to Pray, Kneeled down (and as if this was not a Pofture 
Humble enough on fo extraordinary an occailon, he 
further Fell on his Face, and that on the very Ground, 
Mat. 26. 39. Mark 14. 3 J.) and then Prayed, In like 
manner the Firft Martyr Stephen, when he was juft 
going to be put to deaths Kneeled doron, and then Prayed 
for . his Murderers, J^cis 7. 60. So Peter Kneeled dow^ 
and Prayed, Afts 9. 49, So Paul Kneeled down and 
Prayed, Afts 20. 3<J. Nay, not Paul only, but All the 
reft of the company with him Kneeled down, though it 
was on the bare P}ore, before they Prayed, Afts 21. y. 
Since then ^tis thiis evident from the example of our 
Saviour himfelf, and the Proto-martyr Stephen^ and the 
two great Apoftles Peter and Paul, &c. that Kneeling 
is 4 very fuitable and proper pofture for Prayer, does 
it hot hence manifeftly follow, that whofoevcr fliall 
teach that Kneeling is viot a Pofture very Suitable or Proper 
for Prayir, hut a pieci of Suberftition, He i$ juftly to be 
condemned as a Falle Teacner. 

2. Not to mention fi^^ttral- Forms of Prayer (or the 
like) prcfcribed by God hitnfeFf in the Old Teftament, 
*tis evident firom Ae Netir Tdhment, that our Saviour 
compofed ind taubht hrs piiciol^s a Prayer, to be 
ufed not only as a Patrcm, biit alio as tConfttwt ftanding 
Form to the WorJdVEnd, • Fqr.out Si^vwtfi^^x^'^Hs^ 
his DircipTcs are- Mat. 4. 9. thrirtjwe ?ycp3 :jt cjRjti% 
r^uf or S9, Qui* Fathsr, ^'i. ^tvjLl-i*V.tA\,>. ^'^^^,«, 



8 A Letter frwn m Minrjter 

Prsy^ fa>y (what? why this ^rcvf Form,) Our Fathey\ 

tec. And due it was our Saviour*s defign, that this 

Form Ihoiild be ufed as long as Chriftianity it felf 

lafted in this World, is plain from his Limiting no 

time, after which the Ufe of this Prayer fliould ceafe 

and be no longer requifite ; but on the contrary ex- 

pretSng himfelf Indefinitely and without miy LimitMtim, 

Thus Luke 1 1. 2. When^ i. e. IVhsnfiever (for the Greek 

word is the, Indefinite Particle trtLf whmfoever^ or in 

vbatever Period of Time or Age of the World) ye fray^ 

f^y^ Our Father^ &c. And in like manner, (ince the 

Reafon mentioned by St. Matthew (chap. 6. 7, 8.) whv 

our Saviour uught his Difciples this Form , is lucn 

as will hold good to the end of the World ; doth it 

not thence rationally fpliow, that the Ufe of the 

LordVPrayer enjoyned for that Reafon is alTo to hold 

good to the World's end ? 

Again, that our Saviour thought Forms of Prayer 
trery Allowable and moft highly Acceptable to God, 
is evident from his own Example in the Garden. 
Where as we read that he Prayed three timfisthdt the 
Cup might pafs from him, fo we read likewife that 
he Prayed faying the fame vords^ Mat. 26. 44. Mark 14. 
39. Now if the Extraordinary occafion, on which 
our Lord then Prayed, be confidercd, 'tis very ra- 
tional to fuppofe, that had our Lord known Nifiv or 
Extempore Prayers to be more jicce^tablc to his Father, 
than the fame Prayer once or more repeated ^ he would 
not have failed each time to have made ule of a New 
Extempore Prayer, that fo his Prayer (being.onfuch 
accounr more Acceptable to God ) might alfo be the 
more ef{c£^ual to his obtaining what he fb Eameftly 
dcTuvd. Wherefore on .the contrary, fince our Lord 
did not each time make u(e of a New Extempore 
Praypr, but contented himfdf to Repeat the fame 
Prayer ; it manifeftly follows that our Lord well 
knew, tint his Prayer would be never tbe lefs Accep- 
tkblc to his Father, tho' it was no oAfit biut the fame 
Kepeatcd^' and that New or Extcmvotc^tv^^t^^t^Tv^ 
/o dny rcfpeii more Accepuble to Go3l ^\v W^tiv«» 
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Same Prayer Again and Again. Nay, if 4 comparifon 
is to be. made, it may be fairly inferr'd, that our Lord 
looked upon a Sound Form of Prayer, how ofc foever 
RepeateOy more Acceptable to God than New Ex- 
tempore Prayers : forafmuch as he chofe rather' to Re« 
peat the Same Prayer feveral times, than to make each 
time a New Extempore Prayer (tho' he was the Beft 
Able to do it of All men, that ever were or fhall be ). 
and that upon the moft Extraordinary and PreiEng 
occafion. 

I defire therefore that it may be moft ferioufly and 
impartially confidered, whether from what has been 
faid in the two foregoing Paragraphs it do's not evi- 
dently follow, that Whofbever Teaches, that Ufin^ Forms 
of Prayer is mP f^^fi highly Accef table to God^ or Lefs Ac^ 
ceptabh than^ tr not Equally jiccif table as^ New or Extern" 
fore Prayers, do'^ not thereby teach what is manifeftly 
Repugnant, both tolbhe DireSions of our Saviour to his 
Difciples, and alfo to our Sariour*s Own PraQice, and 
do*s not thereby juftlyiall under the Cenfure of a Falfe 
Teacher ? 

3. Our Saviour^s Behaviour in the Garden affords us 
Another Particular very Pertinent to our Purpofe. For 
as the occafion , on wnich our Saviour there Prayed, 
was (as has been already obferved^ moft Extraordinary 
and Urgent ; fo Reafon would have eafily fuggefted to 
us, ( had Revelation been whollv filent in the matter ) 
that our Saviour on fuch an Extraordinary Occafion 
Prayed likewife with an Extraordinary Earneftnefs or 
Fervency of Devotion. But there is no need to have rc- 
courfe to Reafon on this account, fince St. Luke exprefsly 
tells us. Chap. 21. v. 44, thatChrift being in an Agony 
Prayed more Eameftly, that is, more Earneftly than on 
other Ordinary Occafions. Since tfiien our Saviour 
Prayed Saying the Same words, or ( which comes to the 
Same ) ufed a Form of Prayer, at that very time when 
he" Prayed more Eamefily, than even He lutivOalC 'w^\'^^3k^s. 
toPnysLt other ordinary times, anil cot&^^v?\^ ^'vsS. 

the gruteil Earneftnefs ManU ca^^VX^ ^>'^^ "^"^^^^k^;! 
UMtural confcgucncc, that mxte^^\/cwKk ell ow^^^^ 
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Defirous to bring thejcws to a fincere and timely Re* 
pentance ; and thererore *tis but rational to fuppo(e » 
that the Divine Goodneis was willing to make me of 
the moft Efiicacioos or ordinary method to this great 
end and purpofe. Wherefore had the Divine Wifiom 
known, that Delivering his Will bv Word of Mouth or 
Preaching without Book is a method much more Effi* 
cacious and Edifying , than Delivering his Will or 
Preaching within Book, 'tis not to be Aippofed, but 
that the Providence of God either would have fo or* 
dered matters, as that the Prophet Jenmiah him* 
felf ihould have delivered his meilage by Word of 
mouth ; or el(e would have ordered and enabled Bsrucb 
to have fo Delivered it, and not to have Read it Out of - 
a Book. Wherefore whofoever Teaches, that Preaching 
within Book if fff if felf lefi Efficaciour or Edifying than 
Preaching without Bcok^ doth he not Teach thereby what 
is very Unwarrantable and Difagreeable to the method 
of Divine Goodnefs in making Known frequently his 
Will unto Men ? and therefore doth it not bchovtf fifth 
an One to confider, how he can acquit htmfelf from 
the Charge of a Falfe Teacher ? ^^■ 

I might add fome more Arguments to prove the Fotfy 
and Faifenefs of fuch an .^Gfertion or Do&rine, but 
fiiall forbear mentioning fuch of them here, as I have 
taken notice of in my Letter to a DifTenting Parifliioner, 
(?• ?9») to which therefore I refer you for them 5 and 
ihall only fubjoyn here Two Confiderations, one in re- 
ference to Prayer, the other to Preaching, which 
though not drawn from Scripture, yet ought to be of 
Great Moment or Weight with Diflenters ( if they 
would Aftfteadily to any fert of Principles) to convince 
them of the IVrong Eftetm they have for Praying without 
Form and Preaching without Book, 

Irr- reference then to Praying without Form or Extern^ 
fore^ I dedre it may be conddered, by whom this way 
of Praying was at firft introduced ^mon^ iis •, tK^t it. 
uras one (a) Commin a Popifli Ifrvat, wVio \titY»litoxVk 



W stc Fcxest and Ff rebnuds, pag. 7. ta. 



of Qaeen EUicaheth fyk order to draw offtbe People 
from our Church , and fi> to further the ends of Po« 
pejry) began to make ule of the Artifice of Praying Ex« 
tempore^ which he did fo Dexteroufly, and with 
iuch an oQtward feeming Fervour, that he thereby de- 
luded Many fo far, as to draw them off from our Com- 
mnniony and was amply Rewarded for it by the Pope «f 
RiWi. . After him'One (h) Thomar Histh a JefuitefoKi 
lowed the fame Crafty mediod, crying out againft our 
Liturgy or Common*Prayer, and crying m Spiritual or 
Extempore Prayers, and declaring upon Examination , 
^ac (c ) be bad hem Jfx pars in En^and^ lab^mring U refim 
tbe Pnte^ntf^ and U take %f aU Smaekt rfCeremwies, and 
te make the Church Purer, Whence by mt way the Did 
falters may learn, that their Pleas jfgainB §nr Gnmnenm 
Prayer and Ceremwies^ and For their Extimfvre Prayer f 
and greater Purity efWvrfi^if^ are of no.-better than Po» 
fiji) Invention^ and luc^ aa were put into their Mouths 
by the Popijb Emifariet aod Prieftf. 

In reference to Preaebing vitbtutBoek^ \i$ notori- 
oufly known to All that have any tolerable Knowledge 
of the Papifis, that /"ciji the Praaice alfo of the Pofijb 
Priefis to Preach without ^Book^ infomuch that Preaching 
within Book is (very feldom or) never u(ed by them. 
Wherefore 

The Inference to be deduced from the two foregoing 
Paragraphs is this : That, fince 'tis a received Prin- 
ciple among the Diflenters, that ^tis not Expedient §r 
Gnd t9 Symbolize or Agrte with the Papifts in things he^ 
Ungfng to Divine Werjhip ; it clearly follows from this 
dieir Own Principle, that they ought not to have fo 
Jjreat an £ftecm either for Extempore Prayer or Preach- 
ing without Book, iince they are no other than what 
have been or are praftiied by the Popifh Priefts them- 
fislves : but onthecontrary,the OifTenters ought to Diflike 
their ovn Teachers for thm Agreeing with the Popifh Priefis^ 
and to Like tbe Minifiers of the Church of England for 






Vifagreeing i»lth the faid P^fjih Pritfis in the f 
cicuhrs. Whereas the Diflfenters ^&in% in the 
dire^ly contrary td their own Principlci abo" 
rioned, *ri$ mahiftl^, that they are not fteadily 
or govcrrtod by arty Well-grounded or Pirm Pri 
hut aft Bj or AgAin^ the *verj Ssme Princifle^ as 
Humour, Pirrerfertefs, Intereft, or fome fu 
Unwarrantable Motive do's bap^n to indue 
For otherwi ft h(Sir is it to be AcSeotf hted for, ^ 
Diflenters dt^ld fitidce fucb an Outcry Jgainfi l 
flU'e and cthir C^tfriMes 6( our Church, Only 
9Ve Jgree therein With the Papifts ; and at the (ai 
cry Up fi Hkith Eifterfrpore Pfajsr' ^tii Prescbing 
Booky ulbd IH tktk Meetings, when therein ^ht 
likewife ^th the:P/r/ (/f^ or eltt Udrned fnch A 

7. We le^^'ftem the i Ccrtnib. chap. 5. 3. 4. 
MtH\riC$ri4.6,f/ict. that *fis Uiiwiirrantilbltd^ 
on one hand, for Common Chriftians to ^e'Pi^ 
Ojte M^nift^r dgainfi Amther^ or on the other teii 
any Minifter to countenance or give way tbi, 
being thus Puffed up fir Him j though it be on I 
of fome Resl Extratrdinapj Gift •/ the Spirit ^ 
with He may be really endued, and therein rx^* 
ther ; and though the Divifim made thereupon d 
proceed fo far, as to an jfffusl and Open Sepsrsn 
refpeft of Church-Communion. Doth it no 
clearly follow from hence, that V// much ni^r'e 
rantailefor the Comm$n Dijfenhrs t$ be puffed uf f 
Teachers againfi the Pdri^Mhtifiers^ pr fir the Di^ 
Teachers to countenance and give Ufay-to their PoUvmt 
thiis jfuffed up for them^ and that fi )&r as to cauf 
leafi kelp to promote and carry on an Open Separation 
iuppofing the Diflenting Teachers were Reaty 
with fome Spiritual Glfts^ which our Pariih-Mi 
-mere ?iot endued with ? And therefore ftill hov mu, 
Unwairantable are fuch Prafticcs of the Diilentin 
Teachers and Followers, when they are on a< 
y^^r ^fany Real Spiritual Gifts ^ wVietc\titVu&\y\^ 
Teachers do truly excel tUt PatocViuY IKk&St^ 
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inly on accomtt of fome Imaginary Oifts^ or Salifications 
trfontoufly looked ufon as Gifts of the Spirit? as may ap« 
pear from thefe two following Conficterarions : 

Firft, That nothing can be truly efteemed as a certain 
and infallible Evidence of any Spiritual Gift, which 
may be perform^ by mere Natural jthilitiet. But now 
thofe Ef&As, whereby the Diflenters pretend to prore, 
chat their Teachers are Spiritually Gifted, may be very 
eaiily perfoimed by no other than Natural Endow- 
ments. For let it t>e cbnfldered, whether a Man may 
nptbe'fufficiently fitted or quadified to pray Extem- 
pore or without Form, and to preach without Book, 
if he has but thefe three (Qualifications, a Good 
Memory, a Good Affiirance, and Moderate Tnduftry. 
But isow may not a Man be endued with all 
rhefe, and yet be very far from beinjg; Spiritually 
Gifted? Nay, (not t6 obferve, that fuch as fall ihorc 
of Common Reaion, yet are frequently (bund to have 
very Good Memories; and. fuch as want Common 
Ilon^fty, are frequently found to have the largeft 
Share of Adurance) \is undeniable, that all the three 
fore-mentioned Qualifications are equally Common to 
Infidels and Heathens as well as Chriftians; which 
furdy is a fufficieht Proof, that they are to be by no 
means looked uoon as Spiritual Gifts. Whence it 
follows, that a Man may be a ve^-y expert Artifi at Pray^ 
ing Extewpore or without forrn, and Preaching witJjout 
Book, and yet be very far from being Spiritually Gifted. 

Secondly, If Praying Extempore or without Form, 
and Preaching without Book, be certain Ef&Sts, and 
fo infallible Tokens of being Spiritually Gifted ; then 
the Diflenters muft allow, that the Po^jjh Pricfit are 
Spiritually Gifted as well as their Teachers: forafmuch 
as the Former can or do perform Both as dcxreroufly 
as the Latter. Whence h)llows one of thefe two Con- 
fequences, either that the Dijfenters do very ill in bearing 
fuch an Avtrjion to the Pofifii Priejfs, wfjo, b^ tVjur ^-wu At- 
^umenr, are Perfons Spirituattj Gifted ftJ ToeU ft? tVnr v^v. 
Teachers: or rfic, that Perfons wa) Ptftj T-*XiV«t^^ ^^^ 
/Swr/' m'rii^ut BoA, and^et bt not S jir it uaU:! Q"'5^ «^ • ^^^^ 
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jfiby then there vrants fome Better Arguments for 
proving the Diflenting Teachers to be Spiritually Gift- 
ed, than their Knack at Extempore Prayer and Pceacb* 
ing without Book. 

From the whole then that has been laid upon this 
Point, doth it not evidently appear, that Whofbever 
T^ches, . that Praying tfith^ut Form «r Extemfire , atd 
l^reaching roithoutBook are true and ctirtainjipis if being 5/t> 
rituaUj Gifted ; and that on account hereof the People tntj 
leave their orwn PariJh^Minifiers^ and follow Dijfentini 
Teachers I the lame do*s thereby Teach what is Grounf 
lefs, and contrary to Truth, and to the fore-cited Dt- 
re&ions of Sc Paul , and therefore do*s but give too 
juft Occafion to be looked upon as a Falfe Teacher ? 

8. That It Is our Bounden Duty on one band to Rf« 
turn Solemn and Puhlick Thanks to Almighty God for uiy 
Great or Publick Blefllng vouchfafed unto as, and on 
the other hand to humue our felves b^ Puhlick Paj^ 
ing on account of our National Sins agamft God; 'i$.i 
Truth confirmed and enfeVced by Divine Revelarioiii' 
and fas may be reafonably fuppo(ed^ acknowledged in 
general by ^^ourfelf. Sir, and your Followers. For 
it may be reafonably fuppofed, that upon this Principle 
it is, that You and youi^ Followers Religioufly obflttxrc 
the Fifth o£ November^ and the Thankfgiving»day$ and 
Faft-days that have been of late years appoiiKed in 
Relation to the War againft the Common Enemy. And 
indeed fo fair you do Fery WeU and what is your Bounden 
Duty : but then it is mueh to be wondered at, why the 
fame Principle fliould not carry you further, and Equallj 
engage you to a Religious obfervance of the other 
Thankfgiving-days and Faft-days, that are appointed to 
be kept on the like Religious accounts, and by the Same 
(if not Greater^ Authority : why it ihould not Equally 
oblige you to obfcrve the '^oth of Januarj^ or twentv 
ninth of May ; (Ince the Murder of King Charles I. 
and the SvbvcrRon of the Reenl Government and A- 
p^HoIic^l Church then £ftabliuit&, \sftrw:Vj tjaVifeX^- 
plored as a mofi Heinous S\n -» mA toR.^i30i»Vwt^w 



ration of the Regal Family and Government, together 
with the AjK^lical Form o£ Church-Government, is 
fureW to be acknowledged as a very Signal Mercy and 
Blefling Hy all Sueb) as are not profeiled and inveterate 
Enemies to Monarchy and the Frefent Eftablilhmenc 
both in Church and State. . . 

Again, how doip^ it to pafs that the fame Principle 
doth not Equally oblige you to the Religious Obfervance 
of the other Stated Fafis of our Church on account of 
our Sins, and of thofeFeftivals appointed, in reference to 
the feveral -Signal Circumftances of our Redemptim^ &c. 
For is not theBirth of Chriftj hisCirx:umci(ion,hisMani« 
feftation to the Gentiles, his Prefentation in the Temple, 
his CmciAxiOn, Refurre^tion, and AfcenCon, &c, to be 
efteemed as great Bleflings as thofe commemorated on 
the Fifth of Nruetuber^ or the other occaConal Thankf- 
giving-days yearly appointed? Are not the Spiritual 
Bleflings we have received by means of the Apomes and 
Evangelifts, &c. no lefs valuable than any filei&ngs wis 
can receive by the Succefs of our Arms ? And if fo^ 
how can you poflibly account £br your Refufing to ob« 
. ierve the Holy-days of our Church, appoint^ to be 
obierved only iy way of Thankfgfvifig .for the Spiritual 
Mercies and BlelEngs voujchfa^d to the World, either 
by our Saviour, or by means of the refpe&i ve ^poftlet^ &c. 
commemorated on fuch Days, or on foraewhat the liln 
Spiritual AccOiint h Surely was the Gaft not your Own, 
but Others, you would be induced thereby to believe, 
that inch ftxfons had at the Bottom a greater Concern 
for Succefs againft the f^onch Satig, than for that moft in-> 
eftimabid Vidoiry obtained by Chrift over Sin^ the Devil, 
and Death its fe^: and that whatever pretences fuch 
Men mif^ttmlK Outwardly of being more Spiritual than 
others, &ey were Inwardly 2ind at the Ha^t Tnore Car^ 
nal, tnd moreWorldly-minded, 

Upon the whode therefore I dedreyou would ferioufly 
lay to heart, )vhether it doth not appear from what has 
bden fiubd under this Head, that to Tcadv tK^t.t{ie<^^tT. 
^fme §f the FMp or Befii'oah ^f wa CbuTc>) is V\t^u\^ V-^i* 
jp>% Si^trftjfipff^ or iTnyiJrrmitrtlf V u tU S^wt va ^^^ "^^ 

B ^'^ 
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#9 Teach^ that *tis Sinful, P^p'Jhf Superftit'. -. tr Unwar^ 
rantaUe tp Humble our felva pr Out S/wV/l-i^ tp Return 
Thanks to Cod on account of the vtoft Signal CircumfianciS 
whereby our Redemption roas aceomplijbedf &c, and confe* 
quendy is the fame as to Teach an Erroneous and 
Falfe Uo£^rine: and therefore that he thacdo^s Teach 
fo, is mod juftly to be accounted a Falfe Teacher. 

9. 'Tis evident from Heb, 13.17. that 'tis the Duty 
of every Good Chriftian to Obey the Rulers of the Church 
in JU things not Sinful ; as I have very largely ihewn in 
my other Letter already mentioned ( p. s^ 6, &c. ) to 
which I refer you. Since therefore All the Rites and 
Ceremonies of our Church are ordained by the fore- 
mentioned Authority , and contain in them nothing 
Sinful or Forbidden by God ; will it not neceflarily 
follow, that every Chrifiian of this Realm ismoftftriBly ob* 
liged to obferve the Rites and Ceremonies of our Church , 
though they are Humane Ordinances ; and that whofoever 
Teaches the contrary, teaches a 006^1 ne contraiy to 
the Scriptures, and therefore is no other than a Falfe 
Teacher ? 

Moreover I dcfire to know, whether the Fajl^days and 
Thankfgiving'days appointed in relation to the^iir^orthe 
Fifth ej IfJovember^ be any other than Humane Ordinances ; 
and therefore the Praftice of You, Sir, and your FoU 
lowers in obferving the Faft-days and Thankfgiving- 
days afore-mentioned do's make one of thefe two Con* 
fequenccs neceHarily to ariie,a;i£. Either that you judge 
it not Agreeable to the Will of God, that Humane Or* 
dinances ihould have any place in relation to Church- 
matters, and neverthelefs will Comply with them in 
the fore-mentioned refpefis on fome Temporal or 
Worldly account ; or elfe that you judge it Agreeable 
to the Wi)] of God, that Humane Ordinances (ena&ed 
by Lawful Authoriry) fkould take place and be ob» 
ferved even in relation to Church-matters, and there* 
fore do obferve them in the refpe&s above-mentioned, 
thou$(b you will not obferve them in other refpefis, 
and that for no other or better rcafoh in truth, but be* 
canfe you IVfli mt. Nay, 



Nay/ti {ri\^tT to be added, that One of the(e Con- 
ttqvitnce^Mittig necei&rily to be Allowed, ('v/as. Either, 
that you D9 or d$ N9t judge it Agreeable to the Will of 
Gody. that Humane Ordinances mould be of any Force 
in Religious matters) let which you think Beft be Al« 
lovi^ed of, it will be abundantly Sufficient to prove your 
Praftice ( as to the Cafe before us ) chargeable with 
(what you would be apt to call in others) Infincerity 
and Hypocrify« For if you do not judge it Agreeable 
to God s WiJl, that Humane Ordinances Ihould be of 
any Force in Religious matters , then how will you 
acquit your felves from InHncerity and Hypocrify in 
obferving thofe Humane Ordinances you do oblerve, 
fuch as the Fifth of Novtmker^ the Occafional yearly 
Thankfgiving-days and Faft-days, &c. and on the other 
hand,.if you do judge it Agreeable to God*s Will, that 
Humane Ordinances ihould be of any Force in Re* 
ligious matters; then how will you acquit your (elves 
from Infincerity and Hypocrify , in Pretending your 
Gmfcience will not permit you to obferve the Stated 
Thankfgiving-days or Faft-days of our Church, becaufe 
they are Humane Ordinances ? 

lOw We read Levit. ip^ 30. and 26, 1. this Command, 
Te JbaH keep my SMuths^ and nverence my San^uary : 
I am the Lord. Of which Command, as the Former 
part requires due Regard to be paid to the Sabbath, or 
Day San£lified or fct apart for Divine Worfhip ; ^o 
the Latter does as ftri^^ly require due Regard to be 
paid to the SanQuary or Place San&ified {i.e, Confe- 
crated)' or fct apart for Divine Worftiip. 'Tis thcre-^ 
fore but highly Keafonable to conclude, that Each part 
of this Command was defigned to be of E^ual O^//- 
iati9% and confequently that the Obligation of ^he Lat* 
rer as welt as the former is to be looked upon as Per- 
petttol. And for a very good Confirmation hereof we 
read Mar. 11. v. j j, 16. that our Saviour cajt out of the 
TempU all that hu/ht andfold^ &c. and would mtfuferfo 
muth asaVejftl to he carried through the Temple. Where 

by the way it is wof chy.to be obferved, that the things 
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there bought and fold, and the Money-changing there 
mentioned, -had fome (yix., a remote) relation even to 
the Divine Service then in ufe, and yetf was Forbidden 
by our Saviour, as unbecoming the great Reverence 
due to the Houfe of God : and alfo it is obfervable, that 
our Saviour^s Prohibition runt in general terms, and fo 
is to be underftood, not only in reference to the Times 
ofDMne Sirvicf^ but alfb in reference to jSU other Timtf^ 
even when Divine Service was not Performing; '"Since 
therefore Reverence is to be paid to (Places Sanfiiified 
or Confecrated to Divine Worfhip, that is» in one word 
to) Churches under theGofpel as well as under the Law ; 
and (ince this Reverence is due to Such Places, not on- 
ly in the time of Divine Service, but at all other times ) 
and (ince Putting cfthe Hat i« according to the Cuflidtaft 
of this Country, one way of exprefling Reverence to 
Plarces as well 3s Perfons ; will it not hence follow, that 
whdfbever {hall Teach that to fhew Rtvertnce to Cib«rciftr^ 
(farticuUrly by putting off the Hat, when ve go int$ tbtm,- 
whether it be In or Out of the time of Divine Serviciy)- is 
Superfti'tioHs and Popijh, does give juft Occaflon to have 
himfelf cenfured as a falfe Teacher? 

I T. Our Saviour when he fent the Twelve Apoftles 
forth to Preach, exprefly forbids them to make any 
Provifion for themfelves, - and fubjoyns this Reafon, 
For the Workman is worthy of his meat. Mat. lo. XO. 
And the like Prohibition is alfo given by our Saviour 
to the Seventy Difciples, and that for the like Retifon, 
*viz. For the Labourer is worthy of his Hire, Luke l-o. 7. 
And we are exprefly afTured by St. Paul, that our Sa- 
viour did hereby deiign to ordain, that tbiy wbieh 
Preach the Gof^l, fhould live esf the Gofpel, i Cor. 9. 14. tO • 
which add i Tim. $\iy. Now do not thefe Texts plain* 
]y evince, that he is to be accounted a falfe Teacher^ 
who direffly contrary to Them< does Teach,' that Vf> 
mt laxcfui for a Mini tier to receive Tithes, 9r take Pay f^r 
Preaching ; or that he i^not a True Minifter of tk$ Gofptl^ 
that does fo receive Tithes or P4y^ Nay, 'tis to be fixrtfier 
obfcTved on the contrary, treat ^Ci3i 'ftMAtfcft fiotn 1 Cvr^ 

It. 
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ii.-t;. 12, 13. that tiicFalfe Teachers in St. fauPs time 
did endeavour to Recommend thcmfelve^ tathe Fcople 
by preaching Freely, or Refufinig to take, «hy Wa^es or 
Pay.; Whence it Naturally,. folio ws,'t^at.Pr^^/;/w^ 
Freelji or i»HpQ.%t P^y is by no means a F'jQof 9r Token 
of a Truc'and Faithful MjAifter of Chri/t ^ ..b|Ut pn the 
contrary may be .\y ell looked upon o.nTy ^s'an j^rfijk,e 
made life or (as in St. P^^i's time, fo AQY».adays) to 
Seduce and Deceive unwary People : and tb^t. Ijuch 4s ufc 
this Artifice now adays; dcferve likewife the fan)c,Cha- 
rafter that is given by St. Paul to thofp tb^t niacfmifc 
of it in his days, viz. Such are Falfe ^fofilsi^.^Jlk^efffHl 
IVorkers^ transforming tkerrjfclvjs into the y^f Mis oj thrift , 
Jnd no marvel : for Satan himftlf is transformed into aft 
AMgel of Light. Therefore it is no great th'ng, if.his.Mim 
nifters alfo be transformed as the Minifiers of Rifhteouf^efs,: 
vobofe End Jhall be according to their Works y i.Cpr. XI. 
V. 15, 14, 15. r • ... - 

Thefe, Sir, are the Several Inftances of the falfe Do- 
Srrines fpread abroad aiidtaught by the. &lfe Teachers 
ofthefe times, which I judged moft^^ertlnent.and 
Proper to lay here together before you, ia .Reference to 
the Firft General CharaQec or Mark abbye^mentioned 
of a Falfe Teacher, viz, Falfenefs of DoSlrine. . 

I come^now to the other General CharaOer o£ a Falfe 
Teacher, viz. Falfenefs of Mijpon. For that No one ought 
to take upon him to Teacli without being duly Sent, is 
acknowledged by All Parties, as being. Eviden't froiii 
Rom. 10. 1 5; Heb. 5:.4.&c. . ' Ti\c Great Matter in Debate 
is whit is requifite to; a Ti^iic Alifiion. And io refer- 
ence to this Matter,' I fhall not Jtand to confujer All the 
ieveral Opinions about it, but confine my CAfto what 
I judge Pertinent to your Cafe, and fo mcrfl Proper to 
convince You and yourjFoHowers, that you have not .a 
True Mifpon, or (which is the fame) that (what is now 
adays called) a Presbyterian Ordination is not P'alid or 
Sufficient to Authorize the Perfinfo ordaintd to Ttcid^v^^ ^* 
Perform any ether i art of the. Miniftcrial C^ce. ,^ 
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Now the moft natural method to put an Happ 
to this Controverfy, I uke to be Laytng cfen t 
and- ^roptr fiste vf the Sl^eftion cwtroverted: a 
fiirdy cannot be Better done than by confiderin^ 
it was that gave Original or Birth to this Contr< 

^Tis then too welfknown to require Proof, tl 
Controverfy, as it now ftands between us an 
ivas occaAoned at the time of the Reformatio 
Popery, by fome tliat were then called Presbyter. 
cook upon them to give Ordination to other 
firom whom therefore All fuch as have fince abe 
maintained the Validitv of fuch Ordination \\z\ 
ftiled PrabyterUns^ ana fuch an Ordination h 
on the fame account ftiled a Presbyterian Ordinat 

Hence it appears, that the True State of th: 
trovcrfy depends upon the ftate of the Minifieru 
at the time of the Rrformation ; and that wh< 
would judge aright of the Validity or Invali 
(what has been ever fince the Reformation < 
Presbyterian Ordination, muft in the firft place d\ 
form himfelf, In what Senfe the word Predjtti 
taken at the time of the faid Reformation, What 
of the MinTftry was then diftinguiihcd or knc 
that Name, and with What Minifterial Powei 
then called Presbyters were Invefted, by vertuc 
Ordination they th^mfelves had Received. 

Whence Jjy the way I fuppofe it will alfo be f 
by Judicious Perfons, that your Common Me 
havjng RecourTe Immediately, or in the very Fi^ 
to Scrjpt^re, i$ not fp Proper, tor the Quel 
Not, whether fuch as wpre called Presbytcn 
times rf the Nenf Teftament, had the Power of C 
tien ; l?ut the Queftion we are Concerned ab 
this , ■ Wh^hcr fuch as were called Presbyters 
time 6f thekeformatien^ haa the Power of Ordi 
And therefore^ Hnce the U(e or Signification of 
may and frequently does Alter ( infbmuch as th 
Word, which in one Age was promifcuoufly ; 
to Two Offices, in another Age may be appro 
eo One, and that the In&uoux Officft^ ot ^tv\^ 
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trary, &c.) and fincc by Confequcncc the Samenefs o^ 
Name is no concludve proof of the Samenefs of Office 
or Authority : it muftbe Allowed.that thoaghitihould 
be Granted, that Thofe called Presbyters in the New 
Teftament had the Power of Ordination ; yet 'twill 
by no means thence follow, that Thoft called Presby- 
ters at the time of the Reformation had likewife the 
Power of Ordination.' 

In (hort riien, the Main ftrefs of the Controverfy we 
are concerned in, lies upon the Ufe br Signification of 
the Name Presbyters at the Time of the Refirmafion^ 
which therefore comes next to be fpoken to. 

'Tis then well known and acknowledged by all your 
Own Writers, that jft, and for fome Hundred Years 
Befen the Reformation, the Diftindion of the Three 
Minifierial Orders, as they now ftand in the Church of 
England, had. obtained in All parts of the Chriftian 
World : and that according to thisDiftinftion, as Thofe 
of the UppermofV Order of the Three were At, and for 
ibme Hundred Years Before the Reformation, alone 
ftiled Bijhops, and were alone Inverted with the Power 
of Ordination ; fo the Name of Presbyters was At, and 
for fome Hundred Years Before the Reformation applied 
only to Thofe that were of the Second Minifierial Order, 
and fo Inferiour to Bijhops, and confequently l^ot Invefted 
with the Power of Ordination. 

Since then it has been already obferved, that the Que* 
fiion in Debate is. Whether fuch as were ftiled Pref- 
byteirs at the time of the Reformation had the Power of 
Ordination ; and fince 'tis as certain as any thing can 
be made by the Univerfal Content of Ecclefiaftical 
Hiftory, and (ince 'tis hereupon no other than what is 
acknowledged by the Learned Men of your Own Per^ 
fwaflon, that the Name of Presbyters did, At^ and for 
fome Hundred Years Before the Reformation, denote 
only fuch Minifters as were Inferiour to Bijbops, and were 
never Invejied with the Power if Ordination, hence (I 
think ) it clearly follows, that the true State of the 
Qucftion controverted by us, is in Ihort and ^laia 
Englifli tbi5/ w», . _ 
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" Wbethif a Perftn in HilyOrdtr^^ though never L^ 
" viftid Himfelfwith the Power vf OrdimttimyXtmntVir^ 
" thelijs he truly faid to have tht,juft Power of OrA'»f» 
^ tion, or (which eomis $o the fame}, can neverthehfs 
** duly and rightly take upon him t^give Ordinmtiemto 
" Others. -.. j 



.• < 



This is the true State of the Qaeftion unddr Debate^ 
put into plain Znghfh\ tiid freed from tfa« J^higU9us Sig* 
nifieation of the Word Presbyter^ and reftrained only, to 
that Ptculiar Signification of theifaid Word, whicli fa» 
longs to this Prefent Controverfy, as hath been Aon 
Ihewn., . . • J : ' 

f Now the Queftion being thus truly and pbinff 
ftated, on which; Side of it (Affirmative or NegatHRBrj 
the Truth lies, fedms to be fo clear, as to bt-ih«ai!HUMir 
Self*evident. V or Common Reafon teaches u^^ that'Nb 
one can duly a£t Brynii/the Comtnifnon he rcceivt^ot 
Beyond that Degrete of Authoxity^ wherewith he htftfaeiBa 
Invefted. And if fo, then it follows* thtt fuch.P^si/iari' 
as are concerned in this Controverfy, could^ iM didf 
Ordain, ilnce they were'aever Inveifed with the Vtiwer 
of Ordination ; and confequently, that by taking itpcut 
them to Ordain, they afied Beyond that Mii^fterial 
CbmmiiCon they had received, or Beyond that Decree of 
Minifterial Authority, wherewith they had been In- 
vefl^^ed ; and therefore adedUipr^«/r and UnwarrmntMy^ 

To theTeftimony of Common Reafon may be added the 
'Gi'.eater and more Weighty Teftimony of 'Rffveiwtion. 
{And indeed the Queftion being thus truly ftacedyi Rc^ 
conrfe is now very properly to be had to thd Striffunt 
for determining, which Side of the Qua(tion is to be 
embraced, asbein'g^greeableto God^s Revealed Will.) 
As therefore St. Pair I argues in the fore-cited HomA^, ry; 
IJow can they preach, except they befent, namely to. preetdb^f. 
fb it is to be argued in this Cafe, Ho-m taut hey Orddmf 
ixtept they be fent^ nime]y to Ordain ? ' 

BtiC there feems to be no Occafion to inlift on tho 
TelHmony either of Am^» or Revel/ft ion, (Ince irliai^ < 
rAeyr are Drought to f rove iiv xKc Qi& Vve&te uir^ ii 
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Granted X\l not ci^prefly, yet iQ.Effifft). by yom-S^wn 
JPdrtyi tot whiMt you ^o dbout to jufttfy the Vali4ity 
of your Presbyterian Ordifution, by endeavouring to 
flxew that the Presbyters in the New Tefluimeuc were 
Invefted with; Apoftolical Authority, as to rh^ pcjfr 
ftianent pr (landing Parts of the Apoftolical Ofl[ice».aad 
confequeotly were Invefted ivith the Power of Ordv- 
nation : you do Implicitly or, ia Bf&ft grant and ac- 
knowledge the Main Point, that the Church oi England 
requires to- ba granted and acknowledged, to wit, that 
No one can Duly or Rightfully Ord^in^ wit hut being himfelf 
firfi Duly invtfitd with the Jpoftolfcal Power of Ordination, 
And fo far you are in the Right : your unhappy 
Error lies in this, that you feem not throughly to un* 
derftand, or fufEciently to be aware (of the Promifcuous 
and confcqucntly Awbiguqus Ufe or the Word Presbyper^ 
whence it comes to pafs^ that though it be certainly 
true, that Such as arc In^refted^with th& full Extent of 
the Standing Apoftolical PbWer, are Invefted with the 
Power of Ordination ; and though it fliould'alfo be 
true, that Thofe called Presbyters in the N^wTefta- 
ment, were thus Invefted with the full Extent of the 
Standing Apoftolical Power: yet both theie do not 
avail you any thing towards the Juftification of your 
Cafe ; fbrafmuch as what has been ever Jince che Rcfor^ 
mation called Presbyterian Ordinapion^ was at ftrft brought 
up, and has beei^ ever ftnce continued, by fuch Presbyters 
as were Never themfelves Invefted with the apoftolical 
Power of Ordination ; and confcquently fuch an Ordiw 
nation is not a Due and Valid Ordination. 

And thus I have by (what I think to be) a very Na- 
tural and Clear Method fliewn, that the Presbyterian 
Ordination, which hath been praftifed in this Kingdom 
fince the Reformation from Popery, and which alone 
is concerned in the Controvcrfy between the Church of 
England and your Party, is by no means valid and fufficient 
to authorize any one to take upon him the Exercife of am 
part of the Mrniftcri/tl Office : whence it will follow; that 
he that does upon fuch an Undue. Ordination or Falfe 
Mijpon tike'upon him to Teacti, \\ ^ Falft T^a^^rr . 
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th3Lt Presbyters were fi much as called Bijhops^ much left] 
that they had the Pover ^f Qrdinatim. What more might j i 
be faid in order to Ihew, that this iZim. 3. (asalfoll 
Phil, I. I.) nukesjioching for you, will be (zs I have 
above intimated j very conveniently taken notice of in 
the Coniideration of the next Pailages of Scripture. 
Wherefore, 

t ■ ' r- ■ f 

■■ / ■ ■ ■ 

3. Another PafTage of Scripture urged by your Party 
isTiV. I. 5, 'J ,. For thihCaufe left I thee in Crete that tbo9 

jhouldfi Ordain Pre fbyter^s or) Elders Far a Bijhtf 

muft beblamelefsyf^i.The Inference drawn by youi 
Writers fr6m.. hence' Is, that the Word Bijb9p in v, % 
IS to be referred. €0.£/i£fr/ 'in v. ;*. Well, and what does 
thence follow, tlviVPr*eshyters have the Power of Ordinal 
tion ? By nomcansr; ifdr« though it ihould be' allowed 
thn.Bijhop in V. '7. bfl this. Chapter dorh belong to Blders 
in v..;. and airarhaciSr]|U0p/ in i Tim. 3. j. do denote at 
include Pretbysem or ' Elders ; yet after ally hoththcTe 
Allowances will -only- prove the Promifcuous U& of the 
Wprd BiJhopy^r\^it,h/^s not denied; but. wijl by np 
means prove th^,f fibster of Ordination to, hclong.to Presbyters^ 
or fuch as are in* the two fore-cited Places called Bifhofs. 
For neither in i fii/f. 3. nor in Tit. i. is the^e ^ny on^. 
particular mentioned, v.* hence it caribe inferr'd, much 
lefs proved, Th^t.^^^ Power of Ordination- did behng to 
fuch as are there, ftfled, Bijhops. Nay, in fit. i. there are 
fomc Particulgps,: which afford very good Grounds for 
infjirring, Th^k ihe^ Poyoer of Ordination did not belong to 
fach an one as is there y. 7. Jfiled a Bijhef ; one of whicti 
Particulars I (tall tal^e notice of in the very next Parajr 
graph, and another in a more proper Place. 

Again then Tarid to come now to that way of Ar- 
guing, which though made ufc of by yourParty in one 
Cafe, yet I above jjotimated would not be allowed of 
by you in a lifco'Ca'le, which I (hall here mention, v/z. 
is your Writers arc wont to argue,that it is not probable 
rh^t St. P;/«/fhbuld in P/^/V. I. 1. direO: bis Epiftle to 
Bijhopsd^nd Deacons^ vf'itbeut taking notice of Presbyters • 
.«?d in Tim. 3. IJiouId give Rules concerning Bi^ps and 
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;, and none concerning Pftsbyters ; and therefore 
It rational to fuppofe, thzt Presbyters muft be dew 
in the fore-mentioned Places by Bijkops: fo in 
annerj it may be here argued, that it is not 
>le that Titus was to Ordain only Elders and no 
/; and by Confequence it is not probable, that 
d liiould here dedgn to give Titus Rules only con- 
g Elders, and not alfo concerning Deacms; and 
ovc according to your fore-mentioned way of 
ng, 'tis but Rational to fuppofe, that under the 
il Word Bifbopy V. 7. are to be comprehended 
/ as well as Presbyters ; efpecially fince there is 
ig in the literal Signification of the Words 
v©- and 'Af«aiiy@'y which hinders them from 
applied to the fame Perfons. And indeed ac- 
Ig tothislnterpretation theRuIesof St. Paul given 
is will be Full or Anfwerable to all the Cafes re- ' 
: to be underftood, and may be thus Paraphraled e 
's Caufe left I thee in Crete that thu Jhouldft — . Or- 
Iders in every City — — '- If any be blamelefs — — Far 

ftand giving diftinfi: Rules proper to each Mi- 
al Degree, <v/«. to Presbyters froperly fi catted^ and 
) Deacons properly fo called ; it will be (ufficient to 
general. That whofoe'ver is to be admitted by you int9 
inifitrial Care of, or InfpeSfion over the Churchy that 
one general Word ) a Bijhop muft be blamelefs^ &c. 

you fee, that according to your own way of 
ng, Deacms as well as Presbyters may be very well 
(rood by the general Name of Bijhops m this Tit. 1.7. 
erefore muft be Equally allowed to have the Po'»iv 
ination: which is nevcrthclefs what 707/ ^owrJJ'/vr. 

1 refped of Deacons , and therefore what with 
Truth may likewife be denied by Us in rcfpeft of 
ters. And this will ftill appear more clearly. 
(vhat I ihall have Occadon to fay , in the Con- 
ion of the Text I fliall next proceed to. 

The Text I mean is, i Pet. 5^ r . The Elders r»hich 
tong you I exhort, vho am alfo an Elder (to which 
f added zjohn i. and ^John i.) Hence, fav ^^^'^ 
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Writers, it appears that the jlfofiles were Prtshyttrs ; 
Ay certainly, and Who ever denied it ? But doth jc 
hence appear (what ought to be proved bv your 
Writers, if they would prove any thing to the Por- 
sofe,) that the Affiles were Qnly^ or no ^ther^ than Pref- 
liters^ or (which comes to the fame) that every Pref- 
(yter is an Afofile ? Certainly no : For though a Supe- 
rior Order does frequently prefuppofe and include ali 
Its Relative Inferior Orders, yet in no Cafe does the 
Contrary obtain, as being Unnatural and fo Irrational 
To give you two or three familiar Inftances: In refpeft 
of XJninjerfity^Degrees 'tis well known, that the Degree 
of Mafter or Do&or^ in any Faculty, does prefuppofe and 
include the Degree of Batchelor m the fame Faculty : 
Likewife in the Profeflion of Common Law^ the Degree 
of a Serjeant prefuppofes or includes that of a Barri^er; 
. and, Laftly, in NMity^ the Degree or Dignity ofzDukt 
prefuppofes and includes theDienity of SiMarquefs^Earl, 
and Baron : but in neither of the three fore-mentioned 
Inftances does the Contrary hold good. And jud fo is 
it in the Minifterial Orders^ the Apoftolicai or (as it is 
otherwife now called) the Efifcofal Order prefuppofes 
and includes the Order of Presbyter^ and alfo of Deacon ; 
but not on the contrary. Whence it comes to pafs, 
that fas it does not follow, that, becaufe every Mafter 
or DoBor is alfo a Batchelor in the fame Faculty , there- 
fore every Batchelor is z Mafter or Doifor; or becaufe 
every Serjeant at Law is alfo a Barrtfter, therefore evenf 
Barrifter is a Serjeant • or laftly, becaufe every Duii 
is a Marquefs, &c. therefore every Marquefs, &c. is a 
J>tike: fo) in the Cafe before us, though every y^0^/« 
or Perfon of the Apoftolical, otherwife called the EpifcopaL 
Order, be alfo a Presbyter or Deacon ; yet it doth not 
thence follow, that every Presbyter or Deacon is a Perfw 
of the Apoftelical or Epifcopal Order. Andthusyou may fee, 
that from the fore-cited Words of St, Peter or of St. John, 
DO Conclufive Proof can be drawn for the Equality of 
the Order of Presbyters with the jfpoftolical or Epifcopal 
Order ; but only that the Word Presbyter was loroe- 
times applied ro the Apftolical or Epifcopal Order, par*- 

ticularlv 



rly by way ot Humility ot ^onaejcenjten, whidi 
nk) will feem to any Unbiais'd Reader to be the 
/c of St. Peter's ftiling himfelf in the fore-dtsd 
2vfA«-f to-CuTf f ©- . Not to addythat according to 
cample 'tis well known,that the Common France 
e Bifliofs of our Church , is no other than this^ 
br any one of them, when he writes to zPruhttr^ 
sfcribe himfelf, Tour AjfeSftmste Brother : which he 
{not M Bifii9fj for in this ftrifi Senfe he is wt s 
er, but a Suferiour to the Preshyter ; but in St,Peter*s 
uage) J Sv/xirff^CvTif&y i. e. as being alf$ 
yter. 

t further yet, to make you ftill more fenfible of the 
Weaknels of the Inference drawn by your Par^ 
thefe Texts of St. Peter and St. John, I defirc it 
be confiderM, that if St. Peter's or St. John*s ap- 
g to themfelVes the Word Presbyter is a fuilicient 
unent to prove, that jIU Presbyters have j^JhlicMl 
•, and confequently the Power of Ordination j then 
ifl: alfo be allowed, that St. PauPs applying to him* 
(and that more than once, fet EfheJ.^. y. Col, t. 
:c. nay, even to Chrift Rem.j$.B.) the Word 
ff, is as fufficient an Argument, that j^S Deacons 
!fo invefted with Apoftolical Power, and fo with the 
■ of Ordination, And thus you fee, that your Own 
of Inferring will force you much further than 
uui aSbrd to go Willingly, or according to your 
Principles ; which is indeed no other than ulually 
ms to the Abetters or Maintainers of bad and 
eous Caufes. What then is to be faid hereupon 
his, that if you your Mve% do maintain or allow, 
liough die Word Deacon be fomerimes applied to 
ffifiles or Chrift, yet it does not hence follow, that 
Diocms or) Deacons properly fo caUed have Apoftolical 
', oarticnlarly that of Ordination: then by Parity 
»(on you muft alfo maintain, or at It^ik allow, that 
p, the Word Presbyter be fometimes applied to the 
'^*t yet it does not thence follow, that {AS Pref* 
or) Presbyters properly fo called have Apoftolical 
t particularly chat of Ordination, .Nay, give me 



leave to add, that whawvcr fort of Arguments yo 
gi«oduce for Presbyters p^ffeviyfi catted being Diftint 
*>d S^prioHr ft Deachir'; the like or as good m 
produdcdifor the dljhofs of our Church, being E 
frmi unA Suferimtr '' to ' Preshyters ; and therefore tfat 
as li^eUas.the Other onpht to be allowed by you, 
you ^ided Uniformly by any Princifdes. 

5. IxofiienoW to the laft Text that Remains 1 
here mentioned, i Tim. 4. 14: -^- with the Laying 
the Hands of the Presbytery, Now the Argument d 
from hence by your Writers, namely, that the Pres 
hap^ , the. JPBwer of jLtOy^il^ on. of hands^ ir.of Ordin 
may be very well Anfwered from what has been a) 
faid, concerning tHc word Presbyter being promifi 
allied to the ^poflUs themfelves. For hence ic 
fpflow, that by the Layifig on of the hands of the Prest 
here mentioned may very well be underfto^d the 
i'ng-pu of the hands of no other than the jfpoflles, 
that hereby is to be underftood^i^c Laying on of the I 
( at leaft ) of the j^poftle St. Paul is evident from 2 
i^t <S. .where the fame Ordination, which is in the 
cited place attributed to the Presbytery , isexprefl 
trifouted to St. Paul hitfifelf. Whence it wijluecefi 
follow, that though the Presbytery mentioned, i Ti: 
14. did ]oyn with St. Paul in the Ordination ofTtn 
yfit they: did only joynvoith him^ and that therefore 
thence it can never be proved , that the Powiro. 
dination did lie in or belong to the Presbytery itfelf 
mentioned. 

And though what is already faid be fufficieat to i 
that the Inference drawn by your Party from the 
cited I Tint. 4. 14. cannot prove what it is broug 
prove : yet to convince you more fully of the Bai 
of your Caufe, I fliaU here fubjoyn two Conitflerat 
whigh tend clearly to evince, that the Power ofOrdit 
did not belong to Presbyters properly fo called Jin the 
T^Hawent. 

The I/? Confideratiori is ( that which I above h 
at ) in reference to Titus i. 5, For I dtffir^ it m< 



confidered, whether there could be any probable Oc« 
cafion for Titus's being left in Crete to Qrdsin ( Preshpert 
or) Elders in Ewery Citj, if To be that P resbyters had then 
the Pnoer of Ordination, For furely the Presbyters, that 
were Ordained'by Titus in one or two of the Cities Jic 
firft came at, might have verv well Ordained Presbyters 
in All the other Cities, had they been jnvefted with the 
Power of Ordination. And therefore, fince the Pres- 
byters firft Ordained by Titus were not fo appointed 
CO Ordain Others in the other Cities, but Titus him- 
felf was left to Ordain Presbyters ( not in one or two 
but ) in every City ; it may be reafonably inferred , 
that the Presbyters jo ordained by Titus vere not intfowered 
fbiwfelves to Ordain others, 

Ine other Confideration is this, that fince there are 
to. he found no Rules of Ordination (in any of the other 
Epiftles, tho* many more in Number, but ) only in thr 
Epiftles to Tiraothy and Titus^ who as fingle Perfons Prc- 
fided over and Governed the Churches of Efhefus and 
Crete: hcnce it may be Rationally inferred, that the 
Doftrine of the Church of England concerning the 
Power of Ordination belonging ( not to a Community of 
Pnslyters, but) to Single Perfons by Us called Bijhofs^ 
is no other than what is agreeable to the Direftion and 
Fraftice of the Great Apoftle St. Paul^ and confe« 
quently of AfoSfolical Confiitution. 

Thus I have confidered the feveral Texts made ufe of 
by your Writers to defend your Presbyterian Ordination^ 
and have largely ihewn that they all fall very Jhort of 
Defending it. 

There remains now only one Particular more to be 
taken n^ce of under the Second General H^ad, and 
iC is that Common Artifice made ufe of by the Diflent- 
infTeachers, to give the People a wrong Notion of Our 
^jffcopacy^ and fo to prejudice them againft it : where- 
as the very Argument made ufe of by them Jgainfi our 
Efifeofaty does in Truth, and if throughly confidered, 
make Not a^m'nfi Efifcfoey^ as maintains by the Church 
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Now , the Artifice I mean is your Suggeftingi 
People, that Eptfcopal Government^ as maintained k 
Ci&nrf^.f/ England, /V ow/y ^w Bffe^ of Humane Prii 
jimhitiong ■ and no other than apiece of Popery, A 
geftion fo notorioafly Falfe, that either thofe who 
ufe of it, muft be fuppofed altogether Ignorant i 
fclves of the Ancient Records of the Primitive Chi 
or elfe 4ei(igned]y to take Advantage of the Ignc 
of thofe Perfons, whoni they poffefs with this 
Opinipq : which iureJy' is a moft Wicked Meth 
fupporting a Bad Caufe, and is no other than w 
moft highly and juftly blamed in the Popijh Priefts^ 
frequently. make ufe of the like Method, as the D 
ing Teachers do in tjiis Caf(?. 

;*Ti5 then fo evident from the Ancient Hiftory < 
Primitive Churchy that 'tis granted by the (a) 
Learned Men, and Chief Champions of your 
Party, that B'ljhops were DifiinB from^ and Suferi 
Presbyters , and were alone Inveftcd with the Po\ 
Ordination (to fpeak at the loweft) before the 
verfion of Conftantine the Great, But now 'tis 
known, to fuch as are any thing Converfant u 
Hiftory of the Primitive Church, that the Spac 
tween the firft Planting of the Chriftian Church, 
the Converfion of the Emperor Conftantine to the I 
were Tim.c?j wherein Chriftianity was not only in 
Mean and Low Circumftances, but even greatly perfec 
in whicb Perfecutions the BiJhofSy as being Heads c 
Church, were fure to be principally fought for, ai 
be put to Death in the Firft Place by the Pcrfcci 



( a ) Salmafius allows the Dlftin^on of BiChops from, and 
riority ro Presbyters, to have obtained about either tlie BegUn 
if iddle of the Secoack century. fVaio Meffalinus^ page 293f 22 

Blonde! likewiTe allows, that this Ufage had prevailed 
A.D. 140. Apolog. pro Sentent. Hieron. p. 3. 

DaiUe confefles, that ordination was ftnftlf and prqpei 
Epifoopal Right in tlie Third Century or time of $ti Cyprian. . 
de Ckltu lat, J^etig* 1. 2. cap. 13. p. 17U 
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So that thofe Early Times were fo far from yielding 
any Temptation to ppek the Epifc9pal Office or Uignicyy 
in order to gratify Humane Pride and Jmbition ; that on 
the contrary, ^0 he made a Bijhop was the moft ready way 
to expofe a Man to the greateft Suffering and Miferier, 
And therefore fo far were Perfons from feeking the 
Epifcopal Dignity in thofc times , that it was the 
general Pjra&ice for any Perfbn, that was apprehenfive 
of his being likely to be made choice or for that 
weighty Omce and Spiritual Dignity, tofVIthdraw 
and Conee0l himf elf v/ith the greateft Secrecy ; and when 
difcovered,. not to take the Epifctpal Charge upon him, 
withoujC a fort of Religious Fielence put upon him, 
whereof there mc many Inftances in Primitive Hiftory. 

Since then *tis thus acknowledged by your own 
Party, that the Superiority of fiifliops to Ptesbyters 
(or in one Word^ Prelacy ) had for fome time prevailed 
before the Cohyerfion ofConfiantine the Great : and fincc 
^tis undeniably evident from jEiiftory, that in thofe 
early times the Epifcopal Office ( though Superiour to 
that of Presbyters, and the greateft Spiritual Dignity, 
yet^ was very far from being attended with any Worldly 
Pomp or Grandeur^ and on the contrary was only a Sta^ 
tionof Eminent Danger : does it, not hence appear, as 
clear as the Sun-beams, that ^tls no other than a Sug- 
geftion mofi fcandaloufly and abominably Falfe^ to faggeft, 
or any ways. go about ,tp, perfwad^ ignorant People, 
thzt Epifcopacy or Prelacy^ a^ it .is. maintained by the 
Churcn of England^ vas at Jirfi no other than an Unjuft 
Ujurpaiion^and. an EffeB of Humane Pride and /Ambition ? 

Nay I dare, undertake to ihew, that the Pronenefs of 
Humane Nature, to Pridn .^iid /fmbiriony which your 
Party would thus groundledy make ufe of ^gainji 
Epifc0pacy^ does on the contrary afford a very good Ar- 
gument for pi;oying, that Epifcopal Government ^ as main- 
tained by our (Jhurch, . was. Originally of ApoftoUcal 
Conftitution^ For fince all Men are naturally prone more 
pr left to Pride zvA Ambition^ 'tis not rationally to be 
fuppoled,. that the Whole Order of Presbyters (hould at 
fi^fi fo.tame]|[ and quietly fubmit the^ifelves to the Au- 
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thority of their refpcftivc Bifa^^s in the feveral Parts of 
the then Chriftian World, if they knew rhat tbe faid 
Authority was unduly ufurped; efpecially fiiicein thofe 
early Times the PreUtes f as I have already intimated ) 
were not armed with any Civil Power to compel or 
frighten their Presbyters to fuch an undue Suhmijpon. Since 
therefore there is not the leaft Account left in the Ec« 
cledaftical Hiftory of thofe early Times, from which 
any thing may hie rarionaUy Inferred, or fo much as 
probably Conjeftured, but that the Whde Order afPref- 
byters yielded at the *very firft the moft profound Off- 
dience to their refpeftivc Bijho'fs or Prelates ; and fince 
on the Confidcrarion of the innate Propenfity of Man 
to Pride and j^ntbition , ' 'tis not at all Likely that the 
fVhole Order of Presbyters would have yidded fo ready 
and profound an Obedience to their refpedive Bijhops^ 
unlets they had been wdt aiTured, that their Bijhops 
were invefted with an jfuthority (not unduly ufurfed 
over them, but) Agreeable to the Apoftolical Gonftitutions : 
doth it not henco moft rationally follow, that the ready 
and fr^ound Obedience thus paid by the Primitive Pres-^ 
byters to their refpcftive Bijbops as their Superiours , is a 
convincing Argument, that the Superiority of Bijbops 
9ver Presbyters was rf jipofiohcal Conftitution ? 

Further yet, as the Natural Pronenefs of Man to 
Pride znd ySmbition (falfly and craftily endeavoured to 
be mi>dc ufe of by your Party yfgainft rhe Epifcopacy of 
the Church of England) is really a veiy cogent and 
ftrong Argument for it : fp it is alfo a very ftrong and . 
home Argument even yfgarnft both Presbyterianifm and 
Independency, &c. ( Thus uniform is Truth alway to 
its felf, and oppofite to all Error or Fal&y. ) For I 
dare appeal in this Cafe to you your felf, notwithfhndo 
ing all the Strength of Prejudice and Partiality, who 
are moft likely to be influenced with Pride and Ambition^ 
Thofe who readily own themf elves to he Tnfertour to Bifhops^ 
as do the Presbyters of the Church of England ; or Thofi 
who pretend that they are ( not Irferiour but ) Equal to 
Bijhops, as do the Presbyterian and Independtnt Teachers : 

or 
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ttr to bring the Matter nearer to oMt (m) Saviour^s^way 
of arguing, Who are moft like to be on the Side of 
Truth, Thoje that feek the Himour 0/ Others^ as do Our 
Presbyters ; or Thofe that feck their Own Henwr, as do 
yow TetKhers. As therefore the Privuti^e Bijbops did mt 
ufurp their Superiority over their Presbyters, but had it 
afligned to their Office by j^poft$lical Confiitution, and 
therefore the Primitive Presbyters readily yielded them 
Obedience : (o in like manner the Prefent Bijbops of our 
Church do not ( as you love to call it, though weakly 
enough, and without any reafon, as I have fliewn in 
my other Letter, p. 24, 2$,) Lord it over the Inferiour 
Clergy, but afi; by an Jpoftolicsl Authority faithfully and 
continually tranfmitted down to them, and therefore it 
is that all the true Presbyters of the Church of England, do 
not only pay a Confcientious Obedience to their refpedive 
Bijbops^ but are and will be ready to defend und Jiand uf 
for the Superiority of the Epifcopal Order at all times. 
Whence you fee that there is not the leafl Ground for 
charging the Epifiopacy of the Church of EngUnd, as 
being the Efle£t of Humane Pride and Ambition. 

But now let us fee whether Presbyterianifm and /»- 
dependency may not be moft jufUy looked upon as EffoSs 
of Humane Pride and Ambition, For is it not a true 
Effeft of Pride^ to Arrogate s Power, which does not be* 
long to One ? and to Afpire to an Equality with Thofe 
that arc really of a Superiour Rank above us ? And is 
not this the very Cafe of the Presbyterian and Indepenm 
dent Teachers, who fince the Reformation have proudly 
Arrogated and Ufurped to themfelves the Power of 
Ordination ; and out of a vain Ambition go about to 
perfwade ignorant People, that they are of equal Au« 
thority and Power with the fiifhops of our Church ? 
But though the Presbyterian Teacher is chargeable with 
Pride and Ambition in this refpeft, yet however he re- 
tains Some Degrees <of Humility and Modefiy, and ac 
knowledges that a Single Teacher is accountable to a 

r a) Jobn c. it. He that fbeaketh of bimfelf^ fieketb bis own 
Wtrry : Imt be tbat feeketb bis Glory tbat ftta bim^ tbe fame is 
trm^ Iffc. John 8. $0. J feek not my cwu Cbrji* 

C J Synods 
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Spud^ and not onlv fo, bat may (if it be thougbt expe« 
dientfor the Gooaof theCbarch) be duly and lawfully 
fubjefied to a Superintendent. Whereas the Independent 
Teacher cafts off j^S Degrees of Humility and Mgdejfy^ 
npthiiig forfooth contenting him, unlefs he be acknow- 
ledged to be Ltrd Paramount over his Congregation, f . r. 
Independent^ or without any Deoendency on any other, 
and fo without being RefponfiDle to, or ControulabJe 
by any other ficclefiaftical Superiour but Chrift him- 
felf. Thus does every Independent Teacher in ef^& 
affirm and proudly maintain, that he is no Other than 
Chrifi*s Immediate Vicar on Earthy which being the very 
fame Title that is claimed by the Pope ofRome^ may not 
every Independent Teacher be therefore well looked 
upon as a Petty Puritan Pope ? 

I think by this time it clearly appears to any one that 
will not obftinarely Ihut his Eyes, that Pride and jim-- 
bit ion are falfly charged on the Epifcopacf or Prelacy of 
the Church of England, 4ind are moft juftly to be 
efteemed the Parents and Supporters of Presiyterianifptf 
and more efpecially of Independent. 

As for the other Part of the common Suggeftion of 
your Party above-mentioned, a;/*, that Our Epifcopacy is 
a piece or of-fpring of Popery, this will quickly appear to 
be notorioufly znd feandaloujlyfalfe from what has been al- 
ready faid. For it has been above obferved and proved, 
that the moft Learned of your Own Party are forced by 
the Teftimony of Primitive Ecclefiaftical Hiftory to 
confefs, that our Epifcopacy had prevailed in the Church 
bcfcure the Converfion of Confiantine the Great. But now 
every one that has but a little Infight into Ecclefiaftical 
Hiftoi7 knows, that Popery did not begin in the World 
till a long time, to wit, above two, or about three 
hundred Years after the Reign of Conftantine the Great. 
And therefore for to fay or maintain, that Our Epifcopacy 
is a piece or ojffpring of Popery ^ is no lefs, or rather more 
ridiculous and abfurd, than to fay or maintain, that 
a ProteBant Grandfather vas the Off^fpring tf his Popifi 
Grand/on. Now put the Cafe, you Ihould happen to 
Iiear any one telling and maintaining to another of his 

Ac- 
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Acquaintance, in whom he would beget an ill Opinion 
of the Proteftant Grandfather, that he was no other than 
the Son of his Popifh Grandfmt. I dare appeal to you your 
felf, whether in this Cafe you would not think^ that 
you had but juft Occadon given you, that it was not at 
all inconfiftent with your Chriftian Charity and Moderom 
tiotiy to look upon him, as if he went about thus Faljty 
to prejudice his Acquaintance jigainfi the Protefiant 
Grandfather^ or as guilty, either oi Scandalous Ignorance^ 
as not knowing better himfelf, or elfe of morefcandam 
lous Crafty as Defignedly taking Advantage of his Ac- 
quaintance's Ignorance, to make him embrace that for 
Truths which in Reality is no other than the mofi abfurd 
Faljity, Wherefore I appeal further to you, whether 
by Coniequence it does not moft truly follow, that We 
of the Church of England may very reafonably think, 
we have but juft Occafion given, and that *tis not at all 
inconfiftent with Chriftian Charity and Moderation^ to 
look on fuch as go about to prejudice Others yigainft our 
Communion by Falfly perfwaaing them, that our E^ijcopay 
is no other than a piece or off-fpring of Popery ^ as guilty, 
either of Scandalous Ignorance^ as not knowing more of 
Church-Hiftory themfelves ; or elfe of a more Scandalous 
Craftinefs^ as Defignedly taking Advantage of the Ign6<- 
rance of others,* to trapan or draw them into a Falfe 
Notion of our Epifcopal Government. 

And thus I have fufEclently fhewn the TVeaknefs, 
nay Bafenefs of this Suggeftion of your Party , that 
Our Epifcopacy is a piece of Popery: forafniuch as this 
Suggeftion is no other tnan a notorious Falfity^ fcanm 
daious Abfurdity^ and a true piece of Popifhy Jtfuitical 
Craftinefs in Abufing the Ignorance of Others. And 
what has been above-faid in Relation to our Epifcopacy^ 
holds true likewife in Relation to our Liftff^;' or Form/ 
•f Prayer^ and other Ufages or Ceremonies of our Church, 
(which .with like Scandalous and Jefuitical Falfity your 
Teachers endeavour to perfwade Ignorant People, are 
no otheV than fo many pieces of Popery ) as might be 
fully proved, was it not roreign to my prdfcnt Purpofc. 



40 ^ Lettir from a xSMiniJler 

I bive now gone through thofe Particulars^ which I 
judged proper to lay before you in Relation to the 
Second General Mark of a Falje Tettcher^ viz. Falfentfs •/ 
MiJSon. And the Sum of what has been faid, may lie 
leduced to thefe three Heads, viz. 

1 . That the Queftion controverted betwten us and you 
being truly ftated, it clearly appears from Matter ofFaB, 
that what is now adays called Presbyterian Ordination^ is 
not valid I and aNb that the Inferences drawn by your 
Party from the l^ew Teftament do not immediately or 
froferly belong to the Point in Debate. 

2. However to give you all Satisfaftion deftreable, 
and to convince you of the unfupportable Badnefs of 
your Caufe ; it has been above (hewn, that the Several 
Texts ufually urged by your Party, do not at all make 
for, orjufiify your Presbyterian Ordination. 

; 5. It has been largely ihewn, that your common Ob- 
jeftion Jgainfi cur Epfeopaey, as being the EffeB of Pride 
and Ambition, and a fiece of Popery, is meft n6torioufly falfe^ 
and mofi fcandaloujly ahfurd, and whichjnay with greater 
Truth be chzrgtdvipon Presbyt€rianifm,Indef€ndency,&c. 

• 

Sir, h now remains to defire you ftrioufly to apply 
what has been laid before you, under the two foregoing 
General Charafttrs of a Falfe Tgaeber^ to your Own Cafe 5 
and impartially to confider bow far you are concerned 
in any of the fore-mentioned Particulars : whether you do 
not either a£^ua1]y Teach, or elfe fome way or other 
jff prove of or Encourage fuch Heterodox or Falje Principles 
9nd Do^ines, as are above-mentioned; and whether 
you have a due and rightful Authority to take upon 
you (as you do) the Excrcife of the M/«//?mi»/ Office; 
ttnct your Ordination (as I underftand} is no other than 
Such a Presbyterian Ordination, as has been above fkewn 
to be not l^t Valid or of Due Authority, 

If I have been mif-informed as to your Ordination, 
and you did receive it from any one of our Bifhofs ; 

then' 



then indeccl your Ordination Is in its felf good and 
valid ; but you will be ftill no lefs (if not more) to 
blame, on account of your exercifing your Minifterial 
Office after a Sehifmathal Manner, and in op^ Difohe'* 
dienee to thofe Governours of the Church, to whom at 
your fo receiving Ordination you folemnly promifod 
Canonical Obedience. 

If it be true, that you are (what you have been re* 
prefented to be by Ibme, who fliould know your Prin- 
ciples, namely) not a Stanch Presbyterian^ but a Com- 
pofltion of a very various Mixture, in which the chief 
ingredient Is Independency ; this is fo far from mending 
your Cafe, that it renders it ftiU much worfe : forafinuch 
as Independency carries along with it many Principles 
much more extravagant and diftant from the Truth waa 
Presbyterianifm, as has been above intimated. 

Be your Principles of which fort you will, I hope 
that what is here laid before you, will prove E&dual 
to Convince you, in hov bad a Caufe you are engaged; 
and how nearly it concerns you to Renounce and Sl^it 
your' Prefent PraBices ; that it is moft highly Advifable 
and Necefllpry for you toiook on your ielf as no other 
than a haj^man^ and to let your MeetingJfoufe return to 
its Primitive nfe,or in the Capacity of a Barn to be ftored 
with Better Swts of Seeds than the Seeds of Divijion and 
Schifm, which ( however blended and mixed with Some 
Good Seeds of Sound DoQrine among them, yet ) in 
the main tend Not to Nourijb and Strengthen, but to Di* 
'fiemper, IVeaken and Deftroy the Soul, and that Etemalfy. 

Pny give me Leave to Defire and Befeech you, that 
you would not fufifer your felf to be Deceived into a 
Vain Perfwafion, that God is pleafed with your Praftices, 
becaufe you have many Followers. For Chrift himfelf has 
exprefly fbretold, that the Falfe Teachers, which flwdd a* 
riJe,Jhould deceive many. Mat. 14. 11. So that the Nutiim 
ber of your Profelytes isbut a very Unwarrantable Ground, 
whereby to judge of the Righteoufnefs rfyour Caufe. And 

to 



4s A Leiter pom a Minijltr 

to the fame purpole *tis very Remarkable, what St. ^ttul 
fays o£Falfe Teachers^ who by transforming themf elves inm 
t9 Angels of Light delude others to become their Fol- 
lowers, namely, that not the Smattnefs ef their Succefs in 
deluding and deceiving others, but their End ( or Sen- 
tence at the Day of Judgment) JhaS he according to their 
Works, 2 Cor. ii. ly. 

Let me therefore befeech and prevail upon you, fre* 
Quently to carry your Thoughts from your Seeming pre^ 
fent Good Succefs, to what will be the FataUnd Miferable 
End thereof, without a flncerc and timely Repentance. 
Again and again Condder, how deplorable and dreadRi) 
a thing it is, to be the moft Unhappy and Miferable /»- 
firument of Seducing and Fatally Mifieading fo many poor 
Ignorant Souls ; and what a Grievous and Stupendous 
Aggravation it will be to your Account at the Day of 
Retribution, to have Deceived Many. * 

Laftly, Coniider that fince St. Peter ( 2 Pet. 3. j6, ) 
has afliired us, that fuch as Wreft the. Scriptures, though 
they be Unlearned, yet vr eft them to their own DeftruBion : 
it therefore may be very rationally inferred , that the 
Learned or fuch as fet up for Teachers of others, do by 
Wrefiing the Scriptures much more Aggravate their Own 
Guilt, and Iball thereby much more Encreafe their Own 
Punifhment, without a timely and fincere Repentance. 

Sir , I have now difcharged the Third Branch above- 
mentioned of my Minifterial Duty to the Beft of my 
Power, in endeavouring to fet before you ( with AH 
Clearnefs of Argument andrheTendemefs of a Chriftian 
Charity and Moderation ) fuch Particulars as in them- 
felves tend to Convince you of your very IS and Sinful 
Pra£Vices; and in endeavouring thereby to Draw you off 
from Seducing and Mi/leading any longer your Followers, 
particularly Thofe of my Own Parijh. The Succefs of 
rhefe my Endeavours I moft humble leave to God, who 
Alone can order the Unruly Wills and Affe&ions of 
Men ; and who, as he knows the inmoft Secrets of the 

Heart, 



To M. 2)ifeniiflS TtMber. 41 

salt, Vo knovrs that the Contents eftbis Lettir proceedl 
>tn a Sincere Charity to You and your Follewers, efpe* 
ily to Tbefiy fsr -whom I havt a niore InrnudistiCeneem, 
id out of this Principle of Charity ^ I fliall never ccale 
pray for Tour and Their Refmtance and Amendinent^ 
»rding to die Purport of that Short , but Full and 
preffive Petition in our Excdltnt Litany, 

Tiat it may fleafe thee to bring into the vay ofTmtb 
Mfneh as have Erred and are Deceived^ 

We befeech thee to hear us Crood Lord; 



So prays without ceafo£ 



Your Faithfid Servant in Chrlft, 



tishaeh, J9n. i3tb> 
1705 • 



V^fifipt. 
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TO ST SCR IT r. 

• I , • • 
■ . . 

IJndge it Requifite ( for a Reafbn known, if nor to 
Vcm,Sir,yct to fomc of your Folio wers>to take here 
Particular Notice of that vtoy wrong tJotUn among 
your Party, 'viz.. that ^a«r Separation from 9Ur Church 
is N9 Schifm or Sinful Separation, Jo Ung as it is Not accontm 
f anted with UncharitabUnefi, To fet you Right as to 
this Point, pray let me Prevail with you to Read again, 
and Confider Serioufly and Impartially, what I have 
ofEered on this Head in pag. 36. of my former Letter; 
and whether what is there faid, be not fufficient to fliew, 
jfour Charity to w (tho' it fhould be Real and Lading, 
yet) will ty no weans Warrant, or Excufe your Separation 
from Us; nay, whether what is there faid, be not fuf- 
ficient to make you Ihrewdly fufped, that you may after 
All be poffibly Deceived as to your ( (b much talked of ) 
Ch^ritablenefs towards \r,s\ and that it is no other than 
Likely, that, if a fit Opportunity fliould prefent it felf, 
your Zeal to your own Party would foon gst the Better ; 
and quite Swallow ufyeur Charity to the Efifcopal Party. 

For your Further, if not Full Convlftion of the great 
likelyhood hereof, I cannot think of a better Method, 
than to lay here before you the Received Notions of 
your own Teachers ^concerning Toleration, from about the 
Year 1^40. to about i65o- or during the Late Great 
Rebellion, and alfo to compare them with the Notions - 
concerning Toleration given out by your Teachers of lat^r 
Years, or Srom about 1660. to theft Prefent Times. 



Ti» 



r^fcript. 



The Diffenteri Notions 
of Toleradon from 
about 1640 to about 
i66c, 9T taurine the 
Lttt Great ReheSim. 



Thi LaneAPire-Ttachtrs in 
their H*Tnimiims Canfint 
with rhc Latuitti-Tuchtri 
(printed H54».) page i». 
Speak thof , vix., 

A Toleration i' 

I. A Putting « Sword in- 
to B Mad MiinV Hani. 

>. An apftintin$ a City o£ 
Refbge in 'Mfm Cmfc' 
ftr he D^-vil to By to. 

3 A Prodai-ming X^ibeny 
t» f6<Wo]«S tn ome intt 
Chrifi Fold to Prey a^on bir 
Lambs. 

4. ^ TtUration o/SouI. 
Murder, [jIk Greatcft Mur- 
der 0/ Jili ether, and for the 
Eftablifiiing w/«r«/damned 
Soulo'n HeSwaaU accurfc 
Men *n Earth. 

J. It ji Not to provide 
for Tender Confcicnccs , 
tut to take awiy all Con- 
fcicnce. 

Mr. Calamy in kit Sermm 
taSed, The Great Danger of 
■Covenant-Rcfufuig (priack- 
tJ btfere the frttendtd Htnfc 
tf Commons in 164S.J P'lJ. 
etmflaint fhur ; viz. 



Tie Renters Nothms 
of TQle ration fnam 
about .ifi6o, orfnttt 
tie Jlejiattratien tf 
Church and Monatcfy 
ta thefePrefent t^s. 

The :Diff)Uia£ Ttscitrt 
IT cthir Writers fince the 
Reftauration in tfaeirBoeks 
fpeat to tbit, or ths like 

Effeas-ws;. , 

^ Toleration i> - 

I . A Pulling a Swofd out 

'Mai'M.i?rs Hand. 

1. 4is appoiming a Sanfhl- 
ary iM M'.h's Confciencu ftr 
Chrift to betake hirtifelf to. 

3. A PredaimingLiieriy la 
the True Shepherds « comt 
'vta ChriJPs Fold to fiid hit 
latnbj. 

4.. A Totiratiaa if Soul- 
SavingnefK'^' Greateft5av- 
ingnefs of aililhtr.and for the 
Eltabliftiing wlierief BlelT- 
ed Souls in Heavtn wauid re- 
joyce over Men «» Earth. 

S- It is Not 10 take away 
all Confciencc, iNftopro- 
ide &r Tender Conicien- 



Tbt General nice trCry tf 
DifTcncen at prrfent runs ix 
this, or the tike Strain ; viz. 



VJ¥JUWtJf^m 



. . TbeFdrnvmCity ffLondon 
k become an Anmerdam : 
Sep^racion/rii» our Churches 
i§ Cduntenanced: Tolera- 
tion ^ Cried up. 



*7i5 geedfor London u 
ii»o^^frAmfterdam,Engla] 
anotherHolUndi: Separari< 
frmn the Church is Not to 
Difcountenanced : Tolei 
tion ought to be Cried uj! 

The foregoing Cohifurifen being carefully perufed, 
fhall leave it to the Reader to judge , y^hether it be n 
pretty apparent, that the Diflenters have Occdfanal Pn 
thles ( viz. Some for Times when they jire, Others f 
Times when they Art Not in Chief Authority ) as well 
PraCKces ; and particularly that their fo much Cried i 
Charity is ( like to thtit Conformity^ and^ at the upfli 
but only OccafanaL 

' The Serions Cdnfideration of theft Particulars pv 
m^ in mind of an Excellent ColIe£b (or Short but Cor 
pfehenfive Prayer J of our Church, as a very Prop 
COQclufion hereunto ; vix:. 

Grants O Lord, ve befeech thee, that the Course 
this Wwld may be fo Peaceably ordered by thy G 
veman^e, that T^hy Church may joyfully jerve th 
in aU Godly Quietnefs, through Jefus Chriji o 
Lord. Amen. 
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